If we limit ourselves to the proposition of the seminar that Naxalism
is primarily dealing with the rural poor and rural restructuring, then let us
see how the different political and social leaders or forces have dealt with
the problem. Both have failed but continue to stick to their respective
original ideological formulations. Both have reached a point where they
need to explore their ideological formulations much more intensively.
Some are honest enough to admit their dilemmas while others feel
reluctant to accept their failure publicly, and in the process lose the
opportunity to learn lessons from their experiences which would be
valuable to them as well as to the society.
Louis Fischer, the noted American journalist, had asked Gandhiji
one evening before his arrest in the Quit India Movement'on 9th August,
1942 as to what would be his priority when India became free? His
unequivocal reply was that the land will belong to the tiller. Elaborating
it, he had said that inspite of his sympathy for the landlords he would
advise them to flee from the villages. He was against payment of
compensation for acquisition of those lands by the tillers because it would
be just robbing Peter to pay Paul. If the Mahatma were alive, handing
over the land to the tiller in a non-violent manner would have been his
first socio- economic programme to be implemented to build a new
political structure for India. The social structure and economy of rural
India would have been transformed with the new independent state being
forced to lend it resources, skills and support in this endeavour. The tilling
landlords would have continued to have their share of land. They would
also share their abilities to manage and serve the village society in the
spirit of trusteeship in the new atmosphere.
Mahatmaji's first Satyagrahi Acharya Vinoba Bhave tried to capture*
the spirit of his master when he launched the Bhoodan Movement. He
wanted to redistribute the land in a non-violent manner. His has been a
yeoman's contribution to bring in revolutionary content in restructuring
rural society and its economic relationships through the instrument of
non-violence. The Telangana armed struggle, after independence, evoked
a sympathetic cord in the hearts of many patriots because it also took
up the issue of land redistribution in the rural areas for the tiller of the
soil. It could not achieve its objective because it had not realised the
relative power of violence the state could muster to counter the violence
of the peasant squads. Even after it failed, the Government let the
distributed land remain with the new tillers. Inspite of the use of violence,
it did not degenerate into criminal violence.